Message

From: Hodgkiss, Miranda [/O=EXCHANGELABS/QU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=9D441DDB44AC4ED486058D2C2690B977-HODGKISS, MIRANDA]

Sent: 8/28/2018 2:58:12 PM

To: Weiss, Leanne (ECY} [lewed61@ECY.WA.GOV]

CC: Mann, Laurie [/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=91d9977275924e7b80a6751941c1c3b7-Mann, Laurie]

Subject: RE: DRAFT R10 TMDL review checklist

Attachments: R10 Draft TMDL Checklist Revised on 6-25-18.pdf

Hi Leanne,

Sure, | think it’s fine that you share our checklist with the other leads. I'm cc’ing Laurie so she’s aware and can share her

thought

s if she wants. For reference Laurie, | gave Leanne a copy of the 6-25-18 version of the checklist on our Unit

Sharepoint {attached here too).

And thanks for the other information and the user list. | will let you know if/when we decide to email the group.

Miranda Hodgkiss

Office of Water and Watersheds
U.S. EPA Region 10

(206) 553-0692
hodekiss.miranda@ena.goy

From: Weiss, Leanne (ECY) [mailto:lewed61@ECY.WA.GOV]
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2018 2:34 PM
To: Hodgkiss, Miranda <Hodgkiss.Miranda@epa.gov>

Subject:

RE: DRAFT R10 TMDL review checklist

Thanks Miranda,

Can Ish

are this with other TMDL leads and program staff to make sure they have the most recent version?

A fow other things:

will forward vou an gmail that has all the contacts for the Deschutes Watershed Council. This mcludes (among
others) evervone who participated in the onginal Deschutes Advisory Group. It also inchodes folks who were part
of a different group that focused on the Deschutes. The groups were merged, and thought the group 18 no longer
facilitated by Ecology, we continue 1o use it as a forwm for discussing both the Dieschutes River and Budd Inlet
TMDLs.

o Ifrwhen vou send an email to the group tf might be best to use BCC, since it 15 a merged list and also
could elicit responses/debate,

Here is a link to the 2015 Supplemental Monitoring Report.
bups/fortresswasovieovioublications/documents/ 1503002 pdf

This 15 the most publication we ve published using the model. However, we've come a long way since
then. For example, we've included some averaging of model colls during post processing and also added a
sediment diagenesis module to the model. The result of these two additions mdicates that under natural
conditions water gquality standards can be met. The 2015 report was written under the assumption that
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they could pot be and therefore applics a 0.2 mg/ allowable DO defictt as the standard. The final TMIL
will apply the 5/6 mg/l standard.

#  Pyg attached 3 memo describing our cell aggregation techniques and reasoning for 1t Chris and
Laurie reviewed this at some point.

o Regardless of what Uve described above, the 2015 report has lots of useful information. Here are some
sections | recommend reading:

*  Page 11 Introduction {describing the interim nature of the report)

= Page 12 - 20 {describing the watershed, DO/muinent/circulation patterns, and the standards and
kow they apply)

s Page 21 ~ 28 {methods, Ecology’s robust peer review process, the model, sconarios, how we
defined natural conditions)

s Despite the updates made to the mode! and post processing the figures provided in the results
section of the report still tell a very relevant story, The exact numbers and scale bars have/will get
updated but the theme are all the same. The results on the effect of Capitol Lake {page 33 — 39}
provides a great summary. § have attached updated maps of results for the fouwr main sources of
DO depletion to Budd Inlet.

I hope this is helpful - let me know 1f vou have any questions.
Best,

Leanne

From: Hodgkiss, Miranda [mailto:Hodskiss. Mirsnda®epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 5:24 PM

To: Weiss, Leanne (ECY) <lewad8 1@ ECY WA GDV>

Subject: DRAFT R10 TMDL review checklist

Hi Leanne,

Apologies for taking awhile to get this to you. I'm attaching our draft review checklist. It should look similar to the one
you’ve already received, but we have made a few updates. Please note that it is still in draft form — we use it as a team
internally, but it doesn’t represent EPA-wide policy or guidance. Still, | hope it helps you understand what we are looking
for. Let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,

Miranda Hodgkiss

Office of Water and Watersheds
U.S. EPA Region 10

(206) 553-0692
hodekiss.miranda@epa.goy
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